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CIA/DIA COLLOCATION/CONSOLIDATlON (Continuecd)

In January 1978, construction funding for the proposca
DIA building at Langley was apparently deferred 1 year bv
the President rempving one of the Kkey objections, i.e. con-
struction delay, which the Sccretary of Defense had to the
project. The DCI and Secretary of Defense resuned an incon-
clusive dialogue about the construction, but on 4 May the
Deputy Secrctary of Defense officially advised the DCI that
he planned to proceed with construction at Bolling AFB based
on cost, anticipated delays, and a desire not to create the
perception of joint analytical centers.

During May the DCI requested and received additional
data which would gllay the concerns of the Secretary of
Defense, and presumably this data was discussed with the
Secretary of Dcfense in their periodic meetings. Specifically,
the DCI requested and received additional date on cost savings
which would resuly from consolidation and on what DIA elements
could be "peeled off" and putr elscwhere so only the basic
analytical elements would ccme to Langley. This latter opticn
had been c¢xplicitly suggested by the Secretary of Defense.

On 7 July, Col. Bowman advised the CTA focal point
officer of discussious he was having with House Appropri-
ations Committee staffers on the project and the fact that
these staffers would Dbe contacting CIA on the project.
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Chronolosy
7 September DCI/Sec Def discussion re proposcd NIA
. Building. DCI comments: (1) building
smaller and (2) locate at Langley.

12 September " A/DDA tasked to prepare paper.

14 Scptembor Note fm Malanick to DCI forwarding July
Feasibility Study fTor new construction
at Langley to Consolidate CIA (external].

15 September Memo to DCT fm Sec Duncan asking for

' feasibility decisions with 3 weeks and
designating [ ] |
? Memo fm DCI to Duncan designating [ |
19 September Memo to DCI £m dcMahon re use of MILCON
‘ funds.

21, 22§ _

27 September Further questions ve July Feasibility stuay
fm DCI.

Qoo er—————dlemo—to—Agency—ipeciattsrs-uskimy-irotp .

7 October |:|/| Feasibility Study submitted pros
and cons. Recemmended: (1) DIA cont
planned and_(2) Future - more cocrdinaved

ave as

planning. concurred.
11 October [ Jwithdraws concurrence because although

tecommended DIA proceed, arguments not strong
enough and opens door for "CIA Takeover' per
[ | fm | | (DIA Comptrolier). XNote

sent fm | [to DCI relating above.

12 October MFR re [ ] conversation giving more info
on withdrawal of concurrence.

End of Weck of Memo and comments fm DCI re study--terrible,
11 October etc., Requests more info. withdrew
' fm study, Letter fm BCI to Duncan saying
dissatisficd ard nave [V regroup an.d
get more info.
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Chronology (continucd) ‘
i
STAT 19 October Telecon w/l_____ ] He will help get certain
. info, when ready, and will not expand study
HE , w/o DCI and DOD direction. We preposce having

gpecialists examine DIA ops and he refuscs
until directed.

19 October Note fm DCI asking why we haven't coapleted
‘ getting new info. .
: . ; ' -
21 October Memo to CIA reps asking assistance on study. .
i : : 1
25 October McMahon got DIA to cooperate on new study.
3 Novenmber New study completed and forwarded. .
- . |
10 November Ltr fm DCI to Sec Def forwarding new study
< and urging consolidation.
.~ . November Series of meeting for DIA officers on new i
, study. [
. Lo t
5 January DIA construction at BAFB deferred TY-73 to

FY-¢0 by President.

20 January DCI and Sec Def inconclusively discuss nmro-
posed collocation.

February/March DIA still massaging new study. |
20 April DCI request on duration and steps required

’ for construction at Langley. |

27 April &csponso :

2 | "

4 May Wcmo to DCI fm av Def saying D is going ‘

to Bolling AF i

9 May Memo to DCI on cost savings for consolidation i

May Oral request fum DCI re what components planned ;

for building and what could bc spdn off. i

|

23 May Rcsponqb t,
May OL31 request fm DCI re ddﬂlthnal clarification

on 23 May memo.

31 May Response

!
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Chronology (continucd)

31 May Request fm DCI to look at it frow UIA's
.point of view and suggest components for
H collocation.

1 June , Responsc.
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